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MISCELLANEOUS NOTES. 



Tipstaff. — John L. Talley has been appointed tipstaff at Kichmond by the 
Court of Appeals, to succeed the late Kobert D. Ward. 



Professor Charles A. Graves, of Washington and Lee University, Associ- 
ate Editor of the Virginia Law Keqister, is spending his summer vacation in 
Scotland. 



There are 88 students in attendance upon the Summer Law School at the Uni- 
versity of Virginia. Of these 27 take the statutory course, and 7 of them that 
course exclusively. 



The Chicago Law Journal criticises the decision of the Virginia Court of Ap- 
peals in the recent case of N. & W. R. Co. v. Dunnaway (24 S. E. 698), as 
"a labored effort to narrow the limits of the liability of a railroad company for 
the death of a trespasser, and to excuse the patent corporatism (sic) and injustice 
of their decision, on the ground that only a low degree of care and caution is 
required in their jurisdiction where the protection of trespassers is involved. The 
pith of the opinion is given as a typical proponement (sic) of defences for the 
slaughter of the innocents." 

To be charged with patent corporatism is bad enough, but to have its action char- 
acterized as a typical proponement is rather severe on the Virginia court. 



The New Woman. — She has long since been admitted to the bar in most of 
the States. The married women's statutes have emancipated her from the disa- 
bilities of coverture as to her property rights, and the policy of these statutes 
practically emancipates her person from the control of her husband. She now sues 
for the seduction of her husband, as freely as the husband for her seduction. The 
bicycle has completed what the legislatures and courts have left undone, by cloth- 
ing her in the manly costume, and exhibiting her to the world in the character 
for which she has long pined — as a two-legged animal. 

But it has remained for Judge Gibbons, of the Circuit Court of Cook county, 
Illinois, to teach her that with the benefits of manhood, she must accept the 
burdens which accompany it. The learned and progressive Judge holds that 
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where she files a bill for divorce against her husband, and has money in her 
trousers pockets and he has none, she must allow him temporary alimony until 
the final hearing, and furnish him funds for counsel fees. The opinion is a 
learned one, and is reported in the May number of the Chicago Law Journal. 
We see the court winking its left eye as it closes its opinion with the maxim that 
" What is sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander." 



Col. Hansbrottgh Dead. — Salem, Virginia, July 27. — (Correspondence). — 
Colonel George Woodson Hansbrough, the oldest and most prominent member of 
the Salem bar, died at his residence here today at 1 P. M. of paralysis, having 
been stricken a week ago. 

Colonel Hansbrough was born in Culpeper county, August 16th, 1828, and was 
educated academically and professionally at the University of Virginia, where he 
graduated in law. He married in early life Miss Virginia Chancellor, of Rappa- 
hannock county, and soon after located in Taylor county, West Virginia, of which 
he was made Commonwealth's Attorney. At the commencement of the war he 
organized a battalion of six companies of infantry (Ninth Virginia, Early's Di- 
vision), known as Hansbrough's battalion, and was its commandant until it became 
disorganized by casualties and death. He was severely wounded at the battle of 
Alleghany Mountain, in Highland county, and was also engaged in many other 
battles. At the close of the war he removed to Roanoke county, and resided on 
his farm three miles west of Salem until 1891, when he erected a handsome resi- 
dence in Salem, where he has since lived. 

Colonel Hansbrough enjoyed a large and lucrative practice, and for the last 
quarter of a century has been regarded as one of the ablest lawyers in Southwest 
Virginia. In 1883 he was elected reporter of the Court of Appeals, and published 
fifteen volumes of reports (from 76 to 90 Va.), the excellent annotations and ar- 
rangement of which have been widely commented upon. His term of office ex- 
pired January, 1895. 

In politics Colonel Hansbrough was a republican, and for years was one of the 
leaders of that party in this State, but latterly he had not taken active interest in 
politics. 

His wife and one son, L. C. Hansbrough, survive him. Colonel Hansbrough 
was a member of St. Paul's Episcopal church, from which the funeral will take ' 
place Tuesday morning at 10 o'clock. His remains will be laid to rest in East Hill 
cemetery. — Lynchburg News. 



Meeting of the Virginia State Bab Association. — The eighth annual 
meeting of the State Bar Association was held, as heretofore announced, on the 
14th, 15th and 16th of July, at the Hygeia Hotel, Old Point. 

At 11 o'clock A. M. on the 14th the meeting was called to order, and President 
B. M. Hughes, of Norfolk, delivered his address, on the " Limitations of Lia- 
bility by Contract." This paper was marked by the ability and accuracy charac- 
teristic of all that comes from the accomplished pen of the author. It was largely 
devoted to the discussion of the limitations by contract of the common law lia- 
bilities of carriers by water, and an analysis and discussion of the act of Congress 
upon that subject. 

Mr. W. W. Henry, of Richmond, having been prevented by illness from pr&i 
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paring the paper expected from him, the session of Wednesday morning was occu- 
pied chiefly by the admirable paper of A. B. Long, Esq., of the Lynchburg bar, 
on "Constitutional Changes in Virginia," of which he gave a thorough and in- 
structive discussion. 

Mr. Long submitted an analysis of the Constitution of June, 1776, showing how 
largely the organic law was (in that instrument) dominated by the interests of 
Property. This was followed by a detailed notice of the changes and the reasons 
of them made by the conventions of 1829-1851 and 1867. The whole paper will 
be found replete with valuable historical matter and thoughtful reflections upon 
the evolution of our organic law. 

On Thursday, the 16th, the Association had the pleasure of : listening to the 
splendid address of Hon. U. M. Rose, of Arkansas, on " The Present State of the 
Law." For an hour and a half the accomplished speaker held the audience en- 
tranced. Under his felicitous touch the driest and most abstruse subjects became 
living and luminous. Flashes of the most delightful humor ^ave piquancy and 
charm to the whole address. A polished and lucid style, set off by a voice, not 
strong, but sweet and exquisitely modulated, made every sentence delightful. 

The Association elected Hon. W. W. Henry, of Eichmond, President for the 
current year. 

On the evening of the 16th the usual annual banquet was had in the dining- 
room of the Hygeia Hotel, at which, in response to toasts by the President, speeches 
were made by Mr. Justice Harlan (of the Supreme Court of the United States), 
Mr. Carlton Jackson, of Bichmond, Mr. Eugene Massie, of Bichmond, and Dr. 
Nash and Colonel Lamb, of Norfolk. 

The whole meeting was a most enjoyable one, in spite of the stifling heat of the 
weather. B. G. H. K. 



Examination for Admission to the Bar in Virginia — The Past — The 
Future. — We published, without comment, in our last number, the rules pre- 
scribed by the Supreme Court of Appeals with respect to the examination of ap- 
plicants for admission to the bar. The court seems to have caught the spirit which 
animated the Bar Association in recommending, and of the legislature in enacting, 
the law which delegated the whole matter to the Court of Appeals. The rules seem 
to us, on the whole, eminently wise and satisfactory. One criticism offered is that the 
certificate from the county or corporation court is not required to contain the aver- 
ment that the applicant is twenty-one years of age, and the judges of the Court of 
Appeals will be obliged to satisfy themselves of that fact by proof aliunde. As 
the statute prescribes that the applicant shall be over the age of twenty-one, the 
omission in the rules of any reference to this prerequisite renders the rules incom- 
plete, as not containing the whole law of the subject. This is at least inconvenient. 
Again, the mention of certain text-books upon which applicants are to be examined 
will inevitably suggest to every candidate, whatsoever his attainments, the neces- 
sity of buying or borrowing these volumes and cramming up their contents. And 
while it might be advantageous to possess the books and to master them from cover 
to cover, applicants should not be compelled to do so, if they prefer to glean their 
legal knowledge from other sources. 

There will be some disposition at first amongst those desiring admission, to com- 
plain that the examinations will be held only at a few stated times and places, and 
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that the door of admission will be unlocked less frequently, and will move less 
easily on its hinges than heretofore. And unless a proper sentiment be cultivated 
amongst the profession and the people, we shall in the near future find some mem- 
ber of the legislature who has a son too impatient to wait for or too feeble to pass 
the examination, proposing a bill to repeal what he will term so iniquitous a law. 
But our brethren the doctors and the undertakers ( par nobile) afford less facilities 
for admission to their ranks — and to subject the judges of our Court of Appeals to 
the annoyance of holding an examination whenever it may suit the convenience 
of individual applicants would be an intolerable nuisance. 

We hope and believe that, in keeping with the spirit already mentioned, the 
court is not going to adopt halfway measures in the matter of passing applicants 
who stand the examinations. Howsoever searching the questions, much of the 
gpod expected from this departure from former slip-shod methods will be lost, 
unless the standard be high and invariable. If, at the very beginning of this effort 
at reform, the court as at present constituted shall set the pace and shall let it be 
clearly understood that these examinations are not idle forms, and that admission 
to the bar in Virginia imports that its highest court is satisfied, so far as legal 
knowledge goes, of the qualification of the persons admitted to discharge the deli- 
cate and responsible duties of practising counsel, the precedent tliUB established 
will be followed by those judges who shall come after these, and in the course of 
a generation the Virginia bar will regain its former high place in the front rank. 
From a tabulated statement in the admirable paper of Mr. Bo. M. Hughes on Law 
Beporting, read at the annual meeting of our State Bar Association in 1895, it 
appears that the decisions of the Virginia Court of Appeals were cited outside of 
Virginia, during the year 1894, 66 times, to 158 of the decisions of Kansas", to 230 
of Maine, to 355 of Iowa, to 1,268 of Massachusetts, to 1,424 of New York, and 
to 1,669 of the United States Supreme Court ; and that out of the 45 States and 
Territories Virginia stood 28th ! In other words, Kansas decisions were cited with 
more than twice the frequency of those of Virginia, and the decisions of Massa- 
chusetts more than 19 times as often. The entire burden of this fall from her 
former high estate cannot be laid upon the judges who have composed our court 
of last resort. Badly-argued cases produce ill-conceived opinions. The judges 
have not the time to look up the authorities and to argue the cases for tr '. lawyers. 
With painful and growing frequency important cases are represented in ,ar appel- 
late court by lawyers who have neither industry or skill in searching for authori- 
ties, nor legal training to digest or distinguish them after they are found. The 
court is left to work out for itself the solution of the questions involved, and the 
briefs of the counsel often serve to retard rather than to assist in the task. The 
consequence is an opinion which reflects no credit upon the court and which at- 
tracts no attention beyond the State lines. The remedy suggested is a better 
educated bar. 

The idea animating the average young Virginian, ambitious for the honors and 
emoluments of the law, and blissfully ignorant of the thorny road along which it 
leads, seems to be to come to the bar with as little preparation as possible, and to 
depend upon chance to convert him into the great lawyer which he hopes to be- 
come. Prof. Minor was fond of saying that one who was not a good lawyer when 
he came to the bar rarely made a good one afterwards. We all know of excep- 
tions emphasizing this rule. 
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Instead of discouraging this tendency, the judges have bravely seconded the 
young lawyer in his unwise course. In a majority of cases the examinations before 
the circuit judges have been the merest farces, and have made the subject of ad- 
mission to the bar in Virginia something to be laughed about whenever mentioned. 
Some of the judges have endeavored to ease their consciences by making the exami- 
nations severe, and to save the feelings of the applicants by passing every mother's 
son of them, regardless of the character of their answers. During the two or three 
months preceding July 1, when the new law went into effect, hundreds of young 
gentlemen, afraid to run the gauntlet of the Supreme Court of Appeals, rushed 
pell-mell before the circuit judges, who, as a rule, threw the doors wide open, and 
admitted the sheep and the goats, the strong with the halt and the lame and the 
blind, the qualified and the unqualified, side by side, as one great army, into the 
hospitable temple of the Law. We have personal knowledge of eighty to one 
hundred law students who helped to make up the motley crowd — many of whom 
to our personal knowledge (and not a few from our personal examination of them) 
knew Law and Sanskrit with equal accuracy. We have yet to hear of one who 
was rejected in the unseemly scramble. Men who were laughing-stocks in their 
classes at college, so far as their knowledge of legal principles was concerned, ab- 
sented themselves from their classes for a day or two, and turned up with licenses 
from two circuit judges, certifying that these judges had examined them and found 
them duly qualified. Such procedure is a disgrace to the jurisprudence of the 
State, and we watch it whirling away into the past with both wonder and satisfac- 
tion. 

When young men find that in order to be admitted to the bar in Virginia they 
must have learned and digested at least the elementary principles of the law, there 
will be an incentive to the industrious and ambitious amongst them to prosecute 
their studies with vigor. The others — the good-for-nothing fellows who take up 
law because it looks easy to court-room loafers, and seems to offer a royal road to 
wealth and fame — will be weeded out even before they reach the bar, and be rele- 
gated to the plow-handles, where they rightfully belong, and where there is a 
crying need for them. 

We may be over-eanguine, but when we contemplate the bar of Virginia fifty 
years hence as made up of lawyers, every one of whom has passed a severe bar 
examination before the Court of Appeals, under a high standard, the forecast is 
an extremely pleasant one. We see a bar every member of which knows the 
difference between debt and trespass — covenant and unlawful detainer; to any one 
of whom a bill in equity and a demurrer to evidence are wholly different things; 
who never confound a foreign bill of exchange with a fi. fa.; who can unassisted 
draw a declaration on an open account- — indeed, we see so many wonderful things 
and such astonishing results that we forbear to further descant upon the prospect, 
lest our readers shall envy the happy lot of their sons and grandsons (if not their 
granddaughters) who will be amongst the number. 



Ex-Chief Justice Bleckley Tubns on the Roentgen Rays. — Lawyers 
looking for summer reading will do well to turn to the opinion pf the Supreme 
Court of Georgia delivered in the case of Green v. Coast Line B. Co., 24 S. E. 
814. So far as our observation goes, the opinion is unique in the history of juris- 
prudence. One of the singular features of the case is that ex-Chief Justice Bleck- 
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ley, who retired from the bench in October, 1894, assisted the court in deciding it, 
and, at their request, prepared the opinion. But it is the opinion itself that at- 
tracts our especial attention. It bears throughout the marks of the long-haired, 
long-bearded and long-headed old gentleman who prepared it. 

The case was that of a widow against a railroad company, arising out of the 
killing of the plaintiff's husband and son, and the learned ex-Chief Justice fairly 
lets himself out in favor of the widow. After judgment for damages for the homi- 
cide, the railroad company had become insolvent, and the question involved was' 
whether the widow's judgments should take priority over a mortgage previously 
executed on the income and corpus of the road. The judgment was recovered 
after default under the mortgage, but before the appointment of a receiver, and 
while the company was still operating the road. 

Contrary to the general current of authority, the court decided that the judg- 
ment should in equity be deemed a part of the running expenses, and a preferred 
charge upon the income,; and the latter having been diverted for betterments and 
other expenses, that the judgment should be a preferred charge upon the corpus. 

Discussing the subject of preferential debts incurred in keeping up a railway as 
a going concern, the opinion thus speaks : 

" Every direct authority known to us is against us. Nevertheless we are right, 
and these authorities are all wrong, as time ahd further judicial study of the sub- 
ject will manifest. The mistake made by courts and judges has been that they 
treat the problem of preferential debts as having but one pole — the affirmative 

pole of benefit — ignoring the negative pole of burden altogether There 

seems to be a theory that if mortgaged railroads can be kept going concerns, it 
matters not what else may stop. That the public is decidedly the most important 
going concern in existence appears to be overlooked. As a part of the public, the 
husband and son of Mrs. Green Were going concerns, and the going of this rail- 
road was the cause of their ceasing to be such. The cases upon which we are ani- 
madverting would treat as a preferential debt a claim for the coal or wood con- 
sumed in generating the steam which killed them, but would deny any preference 
whatever to a judgment for damages resulting from the homicide." 

After elaborating the theory of the positive and negative poles of benefit and 
burden, and experimenting with electric similes, we have a display of genuine 
fire-works, as follows : 

"Two of the most important and best considered cases which lie in our path are 
HUes v. Case, 14 Fed. 141, and Trust Co. v. Riley, 16 C. C. A. 610, 70 Fed. 32. In 
the first there were several -interveners, who wanted damages for burning their 
timber and cranberry marsh. The fire resulted from sparks escaping from 
locomotives. .... In a bright, clear and admirable opinion, except that it 
fights on the wrong side, .... Judge Dyer proceeds to fire the interveners from 
his court by a volley of judicial sparks." 

The closing paragraph of the opinion deals with the Boentgen rays and Thomp- 
son on Corporations. We call the attention of Judge Thompson's publishers to 
the latter. It is worth several dollars a line : 

" Courts which thus reason and decide may possibly be reached by the late dis- 
covery of Professor Boentgen, and for-their benefit, and the benefit of the profes- 
sion generally, we shall' close this opinion with appropriate illustrations, based on 
the new process. Judge Seymour D. Thompson has produced a comprehensive, 
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thorough and truly great work on the Law of Private Corporations — one that no 
lawyer can afford to overlook or neglect, for it evinces a study of the subject in its 
breadth and in its details which is marvellous, and the results of which cannot 
fail to be highly useful, not only to us of to-day, but to coming generations. Per- 
haps such a vast body of law on any one subject has never before been collected 
together and reduced to orderly arrangement and concise statement. The work 
is an immense magazine of learning, and yet of such practical bearing as to have 
no obtrusive air of erudition. Its only aim is to inform and aid the reader." 

After this sugar-coating, the Georgia Nestor proceeds to show that even this 
high authority has failed to catch his theory of the positive and negative poles or 
the light from his Cathode ray, but is still stumbling about in tallow-candle half- 
light with the other authorities cited. 

Appended to the opinion are two companion pictures — the first illustrating 
"the hand of the mortgagee extended for all," and the " hand of the widow and 
ex-mother extended for some," "before exposure to the Cathode ray." The 
merit of each is represented by the shading — the mortgagee having much the bet- 
ter of it. The other represents the same hands "after exposure" to the Cathode 
ray of the ex-Chief Justice's mental camera — the bones and sinews of the 
widow's hands being brought out in deep, dark lines, while the hand of the 
bold, bad mortgagee shows as white and as hard as his stony, selfish heart. 

With all of its eccentricities, the opinion is extremely learned and persuasive, 
and will well repay a careful perusal. 



Kecent Decisions op the Supreme Court or the United States. 

Witness testifying against himself — Immunity from prosecution. In Brown v. Walker, 
161 U. S. 591, it is held by a divided court that the Vth Amendment to the Con- 
stitution, declaring that " no person shall be compelled in any criminal case to be 
a witness against himself," is not to be construed literally; as authorizing the wit- 
ness to refuse to disclose any fact which might tend to incriminate, disgrace or 
expose him to unfavorable comments, but as securing the witness against giving 
testimony which might aid, directly or indirectly, in establishing his guilt in a 
criminal prosecution against him. 

The case arose under the Act of Congress of February 11, 1893, which pro- 
vides that " no person shall be excused from attending and testifying, or from pro- 
ducing books, papers, tariffs, contracts, agreements and documents before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission on the ground that the testimony or evidence 

required of him may tend to criminate him or subject him to a penalty 

or forfeiture. But no person shall be prosecuted or subjected to any penalty or 
forfeiture for or on account of any transaction, matter or thing concerning which 

lie may testify, or produce evidence before said Commission." 

The reason upon which the majority opinion is based is, that inasmuch as by 
well-settled authority the witness may waive his privilege; or if the prosecution 
for the crime concerning which the witness is interrogated, is barred by the statute 
of limitations, he is compellable to answer; or if the evidence merely tends to dis- 
grace the witness and bring him into disrepute ; or, finally, if he has been pardoned 
the offense — in either of which cases he cannot claim the privilege — the conclusion 
is readied that the purpose of the constitutional provision was to secure to the 



1896.] MISCELLANEOUS NOTES. 315 

witness the privilege of withholding testimony only when it related to an offense 
for which he might be prosecuted. 

In answer to the argument of the minority that while this statute might grant 
immunity from prosecution in the Federal courts, Congress had no authority to 
declare what should or ; should not be criminally punished in the State courts, and 
hence that the witness might find himself confronted in a State court by his tes- 
timony given in a Federal court, the opinion holds that such immunity is secured 
as well in a State as a Federal court, the acts of Congress, passed in pursuanceof 
the Constitution, being the supreme law of the land; Another argument of the 
minority that a witness thus compellable to testify is imperfectly protected by 
reason of the fact that he may still be prosecuted and put to the annoyance and 
expense of pleading his immunity by way of confession and avoidance, is answered 
by the assertion that this is not a legal detriment; that there is a possibility that 
any citizen, howsoever innocent, may be subjected to a civil or criminal prosecution, 
and put to the expense of defending himself, and that, too, without redress, unless 
the prosecution be malicious. 

Justices Shiras, Gray, White and Field dissent, mainly on the grounds men- 
tioned above. 

In Kendriek v. Commonwealth, 78 Va., 490, the Virginia Court of Appeals (two 
judges dissenting) took the same view as taken by the majority opinion foregoing, 
in connection with sec. 3899 of the Code, exempting from prosecution witnesses 
who testify as to unlawful gaming. 



Master and servant — Fellow-servant. In Northern Pacific B. Co. v. Peterson, ] 62 
U. S. 346, the court enforces the rule, which has become an established one in the 
Federal courts, that the mere fact that the injury to a servant is due to the negli- 
gence of another servant occupying a superior relation to the injured servant, and 
that the latter was subject to the direction and control of the other, does not make 
such superior a vice-principal in the sense that the master is responsible for his 
negligence. 

The superior in this case was a section boss, and it was through his negligence 
that the plaintiff, a section hand, whom he had hired and had a right to discharge, 
was injured. It was held that tbey were fellow-servants, and that the railroad com- 
pany could not be held responsible for the injury. 

The rule announced is that in Order to form an exception to the general law of 
non-liability, the person whose neglect caused the injury must be "one who is 
clothed with the control and management of a distinct department, and not a mere 
separate piece of work in one of the branches of service in a department." 

The case of Chicago etc. B. Co. v. Boss, 112 IT. S. 377, Baltimore & Ohio B. Co. 
v. Baugh, 149 IT. S. 368, Northern Pac. B. Co. v. Hambly, 154 IT. S. 349, and 
Central B. Co. v. Keegan, 160 U. S. 259, are cited and approved. 

Next of Kin, The annoying phrase, " next of kin," is construed in Blagge v. 
Balch, 162 U. S. 947, to mean, as used in' the Act of Congress of January 20, 1885, 
with reference to the French Spoliation claims, not the nearest in blood of the 
ancestor, but his distributees under the statute. 

This is one of the most troublesome phrases in the whole language of the law. 
Many lawyers use it without realizing the burden of construction they are laying 
upon the shoulders of those who come after them. Under the statutes of distri- 
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bution generally prevailing in the United States, distributees are not necessarily 
all of them nearest in blood. For example, the wife is not related by blood to the 
husband, while she is one of the favored distributees. 

In addition to the large array of authorities cited in the opinion of the court, 
the following may be consulted with profit in this connection: Oetling v. McDermott, 
2 My. & K. 69; Price v. Lockely, 6 Beav. 180; Stevens? Trusts, L. R. 15 Eq. 171 ; 
4 Kent Com. (7th ed.) marg. p. 537, n. (2); Chicago Law Journal, April, '85, p. 
169; 39 Cent. L. J. 145; Am. & Eng. Enc. Law, Title, "Next of Kin." As to 
words of relationship generally, see 5 Va. L. J. 673. In Hubbard v. Turner, (Ga. ) 
30 L. E. A. 593, the word "heirs" in a life insurance policy was held to mean 
distributees. 



Telegraph companies — Interstate commerce — State statute imposing a penalty for 
omission to deliver. In Western Union Tel. Co. v. James, 162 U. S. — , the validity 
of a State statute imposing a penalty upon a telegraph company for failure to de- 
liver a message, is held to be within the police power of the State, in the absence 
of congressional legislation on the subject, though the message is sent from another 
State. 



Jurisdiction of U. S. Circuit Court — Adding interest to principal — Coupons. The 
peculiar relation which coupons for interest bear to the bonds to which they are 
originally attached, is emphasized in the case of Edwards v. Bates County (U. S. 
Sup. Ct., May 18, 1896), where it is held that, inasmuch as matured interest coupons 
themselves bear interest and will support an action independent of the bonds, such 
matured coupons are regarded as principal in determining the jurisdictional 
amount of $2,000 in a suit in the Circuit Court of the United States; and the 
amount which they represent may be added to the face of the bonds in order to 
make up the $2,000 — notwithstanding the expression " exclusive of interest ' ' used 
in the Act conferring jurisdiction. 

Judicial decision impairing the obligation of contracts. The doctrine announced in 
Central Land Co. v. Laidley, 159 U. S. 103, that the action of a State court in over- 
ruling its previous decisions, in reliance upon which contracts have been entered 
into, is not an impairment of the obligation of contracts in the constitutional sense, 
is affirmed in the more recent case of Bacon v. Texas (U. S. Sup. Ct., May 18, 1896J. 

The former case is noticed at some length in 1 Va. Law Reg. 696. 



BOOK NOTICES. 



From circumstances which we could not' control we have been unable to notice 
several Law Books sent to us fo 1- review. We hope to be able to, do so in the near 
future. 



